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HENRICO COUNTY: VIRGINIA: BEGINNINGS OF IT 

FAMILIES 

Part III 
By William Clayton Torrence 

Doctor Philip Alexander Bruce in his Social Life in Virgini 
in the Seventeenth Century (page 115) makes the following com 
ment on the use of the term "mister" during the period of whic. 
his work treats. "In conversation the term 'mister' was, no doubl 
applied to both gentlemen and yeomen, but when it appears i' 
legal documents as a prefix to a name, it signifies that a person S( 
designated was entitled to a higher degree of social consideratioi 
than was enjoyed by a mere yeoman; the term seems, in fact, t( 
have been reserved in those early times in all forms of writter 
and printed matter, such as records and books, for persons whos< 
claim to be gentlemen, in the broad social sense, was admitted b) 
all. . . . The use of the term 'mister' is observed most con- 
stantly in the lists of the county tax levies ; in these lists, the word 
'gentleman' does not appear, whilst the word 'mister' is employed 
wherever the person whose name is mentioned could lay claim to 
any special social consideration. . . . " 

In the Henrico list of Heads of Families in 1679 we f* n d the 
following names before which the significant term "Mr." is 
placed: Martin Elam, Francis Eppes, Richard Kennon, Richard 
Cocke, John Pleasants, John Ball (who was minister of the 
parish), Benjamin Hatcher, William Baugh, Henry Lound, Wil- 
liam Clerke, Thomas Poulden, Gilbert Elam, Henry Gee, Gilbert 
Piatt, Richard Lyggon, Peter Field, Charles Featherstone, George 
Worsham, Thomas Batte, Essex Bevill, John Goode, Richard 
Ward, Senior, [Francis] Radford [Redford]), William Elam, 
Thomas Branch, Senior, Thomas Osborne, Edward Osborne, 
Abell Gover, [Robert] Hancocke. 1 



1 At later dates we find "Mr." prefixed to the following names 
which appear in the 1679 list: Samuel Knibb (1692), Henry Sherman 
(1695), Edward Stratton (1698); John Willson, Senior (1686) and 
Abraham Womack (1684). 
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It may be parenthetically stated that military titles were as 
significant (both in the local levy lists and the records generally) 



To fully understand the social distinctions which obtained in Colonial 
Virginia and their significance one should very carefully study the two 
chapters entitled "Social Distinctions" in Bruce's The Social Life of Vir- 
ginia in the Seventeenth Century, while to understand the almost vital con- 
nection between the economic and social status, one should know thoroughly 
Bruce's Economic History of Virginia in the Seventeenth Century and have 
followed through the sources the development of families. One comment 
I should like to make in regard to the classifications made in this section 
of the article on Henrico family "beginnings." Granting that the term 
Mister was "reserved in those early times, in all forms of written and 
printed matter, such as records and books, for persons whose claims to 
be gentlemen in the broad social sense was admitted by all" (italics mine), 
one should be even more careful in attempting such classification as is 
attempted in this study (which deals with social distinction purely in its 
technical aspect and as an historical phenomenon) to beware of laying too 
great stress on isolated use of the term Mister as denoting any marked 
degree of position when applied to an individual whom the records, on 
closer investigation, show to have belonged, together with other members 
of his family, to the small planter or farmer or yeoman class. One should, 
before attempting any classification, follow closely the life of the indiv- 
idual, of the larger percentage of the members of his family, carefully 
studying their transactions in lands, the appraisements of their estates, the 
contents of their wills, the effects listed in their inventories, the marriages 
made, and official positions held by the members of the family. Another 
fact that should be carefully considered (and particularly in connection 
with the use of the term Mister during the last quarter of the seventeenth 
century) is the demoralizing effect which Bacon's Rebellion (so-called) 
than in the succeeding years within a quarter of a century, in which latter 
period the more general application in the records of the term (outside 
of conversational usage) very clearly supports Doctor Bruce's statement of 
its application to those "whose claims to be gentlemen in the broad social 
sense was admitted by all." Here, too, we shall find certain persons 
making their first ascent in the social order. The effect of Bacon's Rebel- 
lion was similar to the effects of the Revolutionary War and the great War 
Between the States ; the process was levelling and also opened the great 
gate : "Opportunity." It is too much to expect of one person to gather all 
of the data to prove the truths of which one becomes conscious in making 
a study along the broad lines of this one. But the gathering of these de- 
tails is necessary to any adequate and definitive economic and social history 
of the South. Before this history can be written the beginnings and rise 
and progress, with the details of development of many families will have 
to be worked out. The aristocracy of the South, with all its romantic 
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of the position of their bearers as was the term "Mr." * A refer- 
ence to the Henrico lists of 1679 (see Quarterly, this volume, 
page 131 et seq.) shows that William Byrd, William Randolph, 
Thomas Chamberlaine, William Lygon, John Farrar are referred to 
by their military titles. These families of Randolph and Byrd, 
together with Cocke and Eppes have already been treated ; the 
Farrars, Chamberlaines, and Lyggons will be referred to presently. 

Next in order among the Henrico County families come the 
Kennons and the Pleasantses. The Kennon family from the ear- 
liest appearance of its founder, Richard Kennon, in Henrico about 
1677, occupied a position of political and social importance. 
Richard Kennon (who died about 1696) engaged extensively in 
merchandizing and was the Virginia representative of London 
merchants. He was also a magistrate of the county and, in 1685, 
a member of the House of Burgesses. Richard Kennon married 
Elizabeth, daughter of William Worsham, of Henrico County, 
and his wife Elizabeth (who married secondly Colonel Francis 
Eppes). The children of the "founder" of the family were people 
of means : the daughters married a Boiling, a Royall, a Munford 
and an Eldridge. Richard and William Kennon (sons of Richard 
Kennon, the first,) married, respectively, an Eppes and a Boiling. 
Members of the Kennon family were magistrates in the counties 



social and political life, its powerful wealth, was a growth, a development, 
and any one with even the faintest knowledge of the South knows the pre- 
ponderance of Virginian blood present. The story cannot be told in cold 
terms of dollars and cents, in the fixed phraseology of legal decisions and 
legislative enactments, for behind these was the blood of a people ; back 
of it all men and women ; the forces of heredity and environment. The 
course of development is a most wonderful part of the story. These are 
suggestions thrown out to try and light one part of the way for the coming 
historian of the South. I would urge any persons who are sufficiently 
interested in the subject to really be willing to do drudgery, and who can 
put aside any prejudices which might arise when one is called on to face 
and consider the facts in regard to one's own family history, esteeming 
truth the only crown worth the winning to do their part towards gathering 
the evidence which the historian shall need. 

1 See Bruce, Social Life in Virginia in the Seventeenth Century, p. 120. 
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in which they lived and one, or more, were members of the House 
of Burgesses. 1 

John Pleasants (1644/5-1698) and the succeeding genera- 
tions of his family occupied a unique position in the social order 
of Henrico. "As seen from an examination of the records," says 
Doctor J. Hall Pleasants, of Baltimore, "the Norwich family of 
Plesance or Pleasants was distinctly of the middle class." 2 
From his first appearance in the colony, about 1665, John Pleas- 
ants occupied a position of the first rank socially. His wife was 
Jane (nee Larcome) Tucker, the widow of Samuel Tucker, a 
ship's captain, engaged in trade with the colonies, and it is not 
improbable that by this alliance he strengthened his financial re- 
sources. John Pleasants engaged in merchandizing from the 
very first and was for years a factor for the Paggens, London 
merchants engaged in colonial trade. Pleasants was a convert to 
Quakerism and in fact became the very center of the Henrico 
meeting and one of the most influential members of the sect in 
Virginia. Wise in his generation, far-sighted, thrifty, a man 
evidently of strong convictions and possessing the courage of 
them. Though a Quaker he was in 1692/3 elected a member of 
the House of Burgesses from Henrico County, but religious 
scruples forbade his taking the oath of office, and his seat was 
declared vacant. This was not the first time that he had ex- 
perienced the weight of the laws which were aimed at the practices 
of his sect. Several times he encountered the local authorities in 
his unswerving loyalty to his religious convictions. John Pleasants 
died in the year 1698, having amassed a comfortable fortune. His 
sons, John Pleasants, the second, and Joseph Pleasants, who 
apparently inherited much of their father's energetic spirit, in- 



1 For an account of the Kennon family, see William and Mary Quar- 
terly, Vol. XIV, p. 132 et seq. 

2 Virginia Magazine, etc., Vol. XVII, p. 425, Doctor Pleasants further 
says : "The earliest English record of the name so far encountered is the 
Norwich reference of 1454 [William Pleasance, breweer, 33 Henry VI, 
mentioned in Rye's Calendar of Freemen of Norwich]. The name itself 
is probably derived from Plaisaunce, the name of an old French town. 
Norwich was the principal seat of the worsted weaving industry and large 
numbers of French weavers came there in the fourteenth and fifteenth 
centuries." 
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creased the family fortunes and by their marriages, respectively, 
with women of the Cary and Cocke families 1 made their position 
in the social system even more secure. Elizabeth, the daughter of 
John Pleasants, the first, married James Cocke, son of Thomas 
Cocke, who was a son of the first Richard Cocke, of Henrico. In 
the third and fourth generations of the Pleasants family we find 
marriages with Randolphs, Jordans, Scotts, etc. From generation 
to generation the Pleasantses held to their merchandizing and 
planting and Quakerism. From the two former they literally piled 
up wealth, but even the temptation of influential political offices, 
which might have been theirs at their bidding, seems never to 
have made them waver in allegiance to their religious convictions. 

To the very end of the story the Byrds, Randolphs, Cockes, 
Eppeses, Kennons and Pleasanteses continued to occupy the 
exalted positions which their "founders" in Virginia first occupied. 

In Henrico, as in every community of great age, phenomenon 
of "rise and decline" is apparent in the social, economic and po- 
litical orders. In their "beginnings" in Henrico the Hatchers, 
Farrars, Branches, Wards, Lyggons, Osbornes, Jeffersons, 
Baughs, Royalls, Archers, Worshams, Bevills, and Peter Field, 
Thomas Chamberlaine, Thomas Batte and Abell Gower, were 
very "well-to-do people." Christopher Branch, William Hatcher, 
Thomas Osborne, John Baugh, Thomas Lyggon, William and 
John Farrar and Peter Field and Abell Gower were members 
of the House of Burgesses from the county and the names of 
Farrar, Ward, Baugh, Jefferson, Bevill, Batte, Worsham, Os- 
borne, Archer, Royall are found among the early magistrates, 
and Abell Gower, William Farrar and John Worsham occupied 
the responsible office of sheriff. Members of the Farrar and 
Lyggon families were prominent militia officers. But by the be- 
ginning of the eighteenth century these families, which had been 
so prominent in the earlier life of the community, were virtually 
swamped by the accumulation of large wealth (for that day) and 
political offices of greater responsibility and profit in the hands of 



1 John Pleasants, the second, married Dorothy, daughter of Thomas 
Cary who was a son of Miles Cary, the founder of the Cary family in 
Virginia. Joseph Pleasants married Martha, daughter of Richard Cocke, 
who was the son of Richard Cocke, first of his name in Virginia. 
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the Randolphs, Cockes and Eppses. Other families were also 
beginning to come into the community and to accumulate wealth. 

Nearly all of these older families (from point of residence) 
continued to maintain good social position and remained comfort- 
ably off, but they were overshadowed by the large activities of 
some of their neighbors. 

The Hatchers (one branch of the family moved to North 
Carolina), 1 Lyggons and Farrars moved up James River to new 
lands and at a later day we find them holding offices of responsi- 
bility and profit in the counties of Goochland, Cumberland and 
Powhatan. One branch of the Jefferson family moved to the 
south side of James River, Lunenburg, later Mecklenburg County, 
where they occupied the same position which the family had 
formerly held in Henrico. Another branch of this family, repre- 
sented by Peter Jefferson, moved into Goochland, later Albe- 
marle, where its members occupied the foremost positions. 2 
When Henrico County lost her territory to the south of James 
River, by the erection of Chesterfield County in 1749, she also 
lost her worthy families of Ward, Archer, Royall, Osborne, 
Branch and Worsham. 3 In Chesterfield County, however, these 



1 In this connection it may be stated that various members of the ear- 
lier generations of the Hatcher family made marks in signing documents. 
The writer of this article wishes it distinctly understood that throughout 
the article any allusion to an individual's, or any number of individuals, 
of a family, having signed documents with a mark, is intended simply 
as the formal statement of a fact. I have not attached any significance 
whatsoever to the signing of a will with a mark; the facts herein stated 
are drawn from deeds, depositions and jury matters. Any one who is 
sufficiently interested to pursue this matter farther should read Doctor 
Bruce's excellent chapter entitled "Degree of Illiteracy" in his Institutional 
History of Virginia in the Seventeenth Century, Volume I, pp. 450-459. 

2 For note on Jeffersons see Virginia Magazine of History and 
Biography, XXIII, p. 173. 

3 For tentative accounts of Ward, Archer, Royall, Osborne, Branch 
and Worsham see the following : Ward : Virginia Magazine, etc., Vol. 
II, p. 312 ; Archer : The Critics, Richmond, Va., issues of May 5 and May 
19, 1889) ; Royall : Virginia Magazine, etc., Vol. VIII, p. 75 ; Osborne : Ibid., 
Vol. IV, p. 247 ; Worsham : The Critic, Richmond, issue of November 5, 
1888 ; Branch : Branchiana, by James Branch Cabell. Branchiana gives 
only an account of the descendants of Christopher Branch, youngest son 



268 William and Mary Quarterly 

families continued to hold their own among the "local gentry," 
and still had their representatives on the bench of magistrates and 
among the commissioned officers of the militia. A study of the 
inventories and estate accounts of the members of these families 
shows them to have been almost invariably among the financially 
better off in the community. The Baughs and Bevills also lived 
in that part of Henrico which was erected into Chesterfield, but 
they may be classified, in later generations, rather with the small 
planter class than with the "local gentry." 1 

Peter Field, Thomas Batte, Thomas Chamberlaine and Abell 
Gower left no male issue, at least so far as the extant records 
show. Each of these men occupied a prominent position in 
Henrico County and they were people of recognized economic and 
social standing. Peter Field and Abell Gower were both members 
of the House of Burgesses and Abell Gower was at one time 
sheriff of the county. Thomas Chamberlaine and Thomas Batte 
were magistrates of Henrico and Chamberlaine was sheriff, a 
militia officer of rank and, in later years, a member of the House 
of Burgesses from Charles City. Of Peter Field's antecedents 
nothing is known, but Batte and Chamberlaine were both of dis- 
tinguished descent and Gower was, in all probability, descended 
from a family of prominence in England. 2 Chamberlaine, Batte 
and Gower were the first of their families to permanently settle 
in the colony. 

Peter Field moved into St. Peter's Parish, New Kent County 
and died prior to 1709, leaving at least one daughter, Mary, who 
married Thomas Jefferson, of Henrico. 

Thomas Batte moved from Henrico County to Charles City 
County and probably died there. He was married at least twice : 
first, Mary (whose surname is unknown), and second (about 1686) 



of Christopher Branch, the emigrant. An account of the descendants of 
Thomas Branch, the eldest son of Christopher Branch, the emigrant, will 
be published in the July number of the Quarterly, also some notes on the 
descendants of William Branch (son of the emigrant). 

1 References to Ball, Clerke, Poulden and Featherstone will be made 
later. 

2 See Virginia Magazine, etc. XXIII, p. 174. 



William and Mary Quarterly 269 

Amy (whose surname is also unknown). 1 Thomas Batte had 
children (probably by his wife Mary, certainly not by his wife 
Amy) : (1), Thomas Batte (born about 1662, died 1691), married 
Temperance Brown, and had an only child, Martha Batte; (2) 
Mary Batte, married Peter Jones, of Charles City County; (3) 
Amy Batte; (4) Sarah Batte (she was probably the Sarah Batte 
who married, in 1697, John Evans, Junior). 2 

Abell Gower died in 1689. He married Jane (whose surname 
is unknown). This Jane married, first, William Branch (son of 
Christopher Branch), secondly, William Baugh, third, Abell 
Gower. Abell Gower mentions but one child in his will, a 
daughter, Tabitha. 3 Of Abell Gower's descendants, if there are 
any, nothing is at this time known. 

Thomas Chamberlaine (born circa 1652, died 1719) was one 
of the most lively characters with whom we meet in the records 
of Henrico ; he was a hard swearer, a hard drinker, a hard fighter, 
and in a community whose remaining records show that he was 
not alone in his turbulent behavior, he seems to have been the 
"hardest." 4 Thomas Chamberlaine married, first, Mary, daughter 
of Major-General Abraham Wood, of Charles City County, and 
secondly, in September, 1709, Elizabeth, daughter of Edward 
Stratton, the second, of Henrico County. 5 As no attempt has 
been heretofore made to trace the descendants of Thomas Cham- 



1 This Amy was one of the marrying kind and the records show that 

she married, first Butler, secondly, Essex Bevill, thirdly, Henry 

Kent, fourth, Thomas Batte. 

2 See will of John Farrar, of Henrico County, published in Virginia 
Magazine, etc., Vol. VIII, p. 425. 

3 A Tabitha Gower married, in Henrico County, 1700, Robert Grigg. 

4 For a detailed account of Thomas Chamberlayne, see Virginia Maga- 
zine, etc., Vol. XXIII, pp. 157-159- 

6 That it was this Thomas Chamberlaine who married Elizabeth 
Stratton the following item from the Henrico County records would seem 
to prove. In 1710 Elizabeth Chamberlayne of Henrico County gave power 
of attorney to Mr. Richard Lygon to acknowledge "my right of dower in 
a certain tract of land sold by my husband Major Thomas Chamberlayne 
to Mr. Richard Grills, etc. Witness : Dan 11 . Jones, Richard Jones. Re- 
corded August 1, 1710. (Henrico Records, Vol. 1710-1714, p. 21.) 
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berlaine the following data from the Henrico Records are here 
given. 

Thomas Chamberlaine was born about the year 1652 and his 
will was probated in Henrico County December, 17 19. This will 
was presented by Elizabeth Chamberlaine, die executrix therein 
named, and proved by the oaths of Charles Roberts and Henry 
Ligon, and on motion of the said executrix a certificate was 
granted her for obtaining probate thereof, and William Kennon 
and Henry Anderson entered themselves as her securities. 1 Both 
the original will and the recorded copy have been destroyed and 
we are therefore prevented from discovering what disposition of 
his property Chamberlayne made and of discovering whether he 
had other children than the two whose names are given below. 
Whether Thomas Chamberlaine and his first wife, Mary Wood, 
had any children we cannot say. 

Thomas Chamberlayne and Elizabeth Stratton, his wife, had 
issue : 

(1) Elizabeth Chamberlaine. Henrico Court, August, 
1723, "On motion of Elizabeth Chamberlaine she is ad- 
mitted to choose her guardian, whereupon she makes choice 
of William Batte, who accepts the charge and Henry 
Anderson, Gent., becomes his security." 

(2) Dorothy Chamberlaine. Henrico Court, August, 
1723, "Dorothy Chamberlaine comes into Court and prays 
that she may be admited to choose Richard Jones, Junr., 
her guardian, but the age of the said Dorothy not being 
certainly known the approving or disallowance of such her 
choice is referred to the next court." 2 



1 Henrico Court, Order Book, 1719-1724, p. 3. 

2 Henrico Court, Order Book, 1719-1724, p. 278. The next court was 
held in September, 1723, but there was no order in regard to Dorothy 
Chamberlaine. There is no direct statement that Elizabeth and Dorothy 
were the daughters of Thomas Chamberlayne, but should any one attempt 
to controvert the identifying them as such they would find it a rather 
difficult task and probably would never be successful. A chancery suit in 
Henrico Court, September, 1724, bears the title : "Elizabeth Chamberlayne, 
by William Batte, her guardian, Complainant, against Gilbert Fyfe and 
Elizabeth, his wife, executrix of the last will and testament of Thomas 
Chamberlayne, deceased, Respondents." (Henrico Court, Order Book, 1719- 
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It cannot (at any rate at this present time) be definitely stated 
what became of Elizabeth and Dorothy Chamberlaine, but the 
following abstract of a patent suggests a solution of the problem. 
On 13 December 1736 a patent was granted to Peter Jones and 
Dorothy, his wife, and Henry Batte and Elizabeth, his wife, for 
1600 acres in Henrico County on the north side of Appomattax 
River, known by the name of Cunneecock, beginning at the little 
rocks of Appomattox River, which tract was granted to Abraham 
Wood for 700 acres, by patent, 20 October 1642 and by mesne 
conveyances the right and title thereof is vested in the said 
Dorothy and Elizabeth, and upon survey lately made the same is 
found to contain 1600 acres. (Register of the Land Office, Patent 
Book 17, p. 211.) * It may be said also that the way in which the 
name "Chamberlayne" occurs as a baptismal name among the 
descendants of this Henry Batte and Elizabeth, his wife, and 
among the descendants of this Peter Jones and Dorothy, his wife, 
further suggests that the said Elizabeth Batte and Dorothy Jones 
were the Elizabeth and Dorothy Chamberlaine, daughters of 
Thomas Chamberlaine, of Henrico. 

Of the Ward family some mention should be made other than 
a passing allusion. A tentative account of this family was pub- 
lished by William G. Stanard in the Virginia Magazine of History 
and Biography, Volume II, pages 312, 313, in which he identified 



1724, p. 356.) That Elizabeth and Dorothy Chamberlayne were the chil- 
dren of Thomas Chamberlayne by his wife, Elizabeth Stratton, is evident 
from the two facts : first, that Chamberlayne and Elizabeth Stratton were 
married in September, 1709, and secondly, Elizabeth Chamberlayne's being 
allowed to choose her guardian indicates that she had at least reached the 
age of twelve years and the uncertainty as to Dorothy's age places her 
evidently under the age when an orphan was allowed to choose her own 
guardian. It may also be stated in passing that William Batte (who 
was chosen guardian for Elizabeth) was the husband of Mary Stratton, 
and Richard Jones, Junior, (whom Dorothy wished to choose as her 
guardian) was the husband of Sarah Stratton, both of whom were sisters 
of Elizabeth Stratton, the wife of Thomas Chamberlayne, and the mother 
of these two children. 

1 The compiler of this article is at the present time preparing for 
future publication in the Quarterly an account of the Jones families of 
Prince George and Amelia, in which more data relative to the Chamber- 
laynes and Battes will be included. 
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the members of the first three or four generations of the family 
and brought one of the branches of the family down to quite 
recent times. Space forbids the giving of a detailed account of 
the family here, 1 but there are some facts which should be noted. 
The earlier generations of the Ward family were not apparently 
office holders other than having a representative on the bench of 
magistrates or in the militia, but from the first the members of 
the family seem to have occupied a substantial economic and 
social position. Seth Ward (the first of the name in Virginia) was 
in Henrico County as early as 1634 and was a "planter." Seth's 
son, Richard Ward, was a magistrate in 1666, and in the list of 
Heads of Families, 1679, appears as "Mr Richd Ward, Sen." He 
died in 1682 disposing, by will, of a substantial estate ; probably a 
thousand acres of land, three servants (one of whom was an in- 
dentured servant and one an Indian), he directed the purchasing 
of two servants for two of his children from the proceeds of a 
crop then growing. He also disposed of household effects 
(among which were twenty-seven silver spoons, one silver bowl, 
three silver cups, a dram cup and salt cellars and a silver tobacco 
stopper, a gold seal ring and a silver seal, besides pewter ware, 
etc.) and cattle. No inventory of his estate has been found. The 
effects which he disposed of in his will show that this old 
planter's home was comfortably furnished (if simply) for those 
days. To his eldest son, Seth Ward (1661-post 1691), Richard 
Ward bequeathed 2 the "plantation I now live on," besides other 
property. Seth Ward (1661-post 1691) lived at "Sheffield," on the 
James River, in Henrico, now Chesterfield County, a plantation of 
good river lands located about eight or ten miles below the present 
South Richmond. Seth Ward was a "captain" in the militia and, 



1 At a latter date the writer of this article intends to compile and 
publish in the Quarterly a full account of the Ward family. He hopes 
that by that time something definite may have been discovered about 
the English ancestry of the first of this family in Virginia, who bore the 
rather significant name of "Seth Ward." 

2 Richard Ward had also a son, Richard Ward (who married Sarah 
Blackman, and had at least one son, Richard Ward, who removed to Car- 
teret, North Carolina, in or before 1746), and a son, Edward Ward, and 
a daughter, Elizabeth Ward. 
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while the name of his wife is as yet unknown, he had at least two 
sons, (1) Benjamin Ward and (2) Seth Ward, both of whom 
lived and died in Henrico County. Benjamin Ward (son of Cap- 
tain Seth Ward) lived at "Sheffield" and married Ann Anderson, 
a daughter of Henry Anderson, of Henrico County, and his wife, 
Prudence, daughter of Edward Stratton, of Henrico. Henry An- 
derson was a man of large means, a merchant, magistrate and at 
one time sheriff of Henrico. By this marriage Benjamin Ward 
added to his already substantial financial position and at his death 
in 1732 disposed of a large estate. Benjamin and Ann (Anderson) 
Ward had four sons, (1) Colonel Seth Ward, of "Sheffield," who 
died about 1764, having occupied the positions of magistrate, colonel 
of militia, sheriff and member of the House of Burgesses ; (2) 
Benjamin Ward; (3) Henry Ward, and (4) Rowland Ward. 
The three last named, Benjamin, Henry and Rowland Ward, 
moved to Amelia, where Benjamin (whose wife's name is now 
unknown) died about 1787, leaving a large estate. Henry Ward 
married his cousin, Prudence, daughter of Colonel Richard Jones 
(circa 1690-1758), of Amelia, and his first wife, Sarah Stratton, 
daughter of Edward Stratton, of Henrico County, and Rowland 
Ward married Rebecca Jones, a half-sister of his brother Henry's 
wife, and a daughter of Colonel Richard Jones and his second 
wife, Margaret . Henry Ward died in 1765, and Row- 
land Ward about the year 1800, both of them among the wealthiest 
members of a wealthy community. Benjamin and Henry Ward 
had both held the office of sheriff of Amelia and several members 
of the family had been magistrates, but as a rule the Wards 
seemed to chiefly devote their energies to planting and building up 
fortunes. The succeeding generations of the Ward family in 
Amelia and Nottoway counties, up to the time of the War be- 
tween the States, remained among the wealthiest people, both in 
landed estate and negroes, in their section. 1 Aside from their 



1 The Ward-Anderson-Jones connection (these families were all "blood- 
kin" through their mothers) and their later intermarriages with the Fitz- 
geralds, Crawleys and Epeses, in Amelia and Nottoway counties is one of 
the most interesting studies in later colonial family "economic-social" his- 
tory in Virginia. The person who has not made a minute examination of 
the records thereby developing the various connections, activities and the 
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"fortune building" abilities these people were noted for their 
strong individualities, their sound taste; they were, for their 
times, educated people and the strength with which they lived 
"whole lives" left an ineradicable impression on their community. 
While we are on this subject of families who quite evidently 
occupied substantial economic and social position, but who were 
not particularly prominent in the political life of the community 
and are therefore little known to others than those who have 
made a careful study of the local records, it may be as well to give 
the facts in regard to the Stratton family of Henrico County. 1 
Edward Stratton, the First, appears in Henrico County about the 
time the records begin, 1677. He was evidently a planter of 
comfortable means. He served on juries and grand juries, but 
beyond this seems not to have engaged in the public activities of 
the community. Edward Stratton was married at least twice: 
the name of his first wife is unknown, while his second wife was 
Martha (surname unknown), widow of Thomas Shippy, the 
Second, (who died in 1684). Edward Stratton, the First, had by 
his first wife, a son, Edward Stratton, the Second (born about 
1665, died 1698), who lived in Henrico County. The Strattons 
lived in the Bermuda Hundred section of Henrico, now Chester- 
field County, and in the list of Heads of Families in Henrico 
County, 1679, the name of "Edward Stratton, Junr" appears. 



extent of the power wielded by these people in their community, and who 
has not studied carefully their wills and the inventories of their estates 
and the estate accounts, which conclusively show in what comfort, almost 
luxury these people lived, removed even as they were from the centers 
of activity in the colony, can have no conception of the wonderfully in- 
teresting field which awaits the coming of a Virginia historian who shall 
tell of the real life of his people. Let us hope that some day there will 
arise a man or woman who, setting aside the popular fad for genealogy 
and the wild traditions on which we have been fed, will go carefully into 
this matter of "community" history and tell the story of such people as 
these ; in that day we shall have "the true romance." 

1 While there has been unearthed nothing positive in regard to the 
English ancestry of Edward Stratton, of Henrico County, it does not seem 
improbable that he may have descended from the Strattons of Wiltshire. 
There are some very suggestive items relative to this matter in Miss 
Stratton's A Book of Strattons, Volume I (see pages 20 and 214). 
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Edward Stratton, the Second (or Junior) married, about 1678, 
Martha Shippy, who was a daughter of Thomas Shippy, of Hen- 
rico (a planter who traded with the Indians to some extent), and 
his wife, Martha (surname unknown) 1 — the very same Martha 
who married, as his second wife, Edward Stratton, the First. 
Therefore, Edward Stratton, the Second, had both mother-in-law 
and step-mother in one individual. It may be said, in passing, 
that Mrs. Martha, wife of Edward Stratton, the First, was a sis- 
ter of a certain Mrs. Mary, who had married, first, Joseph Tanner, 
and, secondly, Gilbert Piatt, and who was a rather contentious old 
spirit, constantly embroiling her household and her neighbors in 
rows ; nevertheless, she seems to have been a quite capable busi- 
ness woman and to have managed her affairs with a marked de- 
gree of success. Edward Stratton, the Second, also seems to have 
eschewed politics and to have led the life of a planter. He died 
in 1698 and by his will disposed of a fairly good estate to his 
son, Edward Stratton; his daughter, Martha Cox, and to his (the 
testator's) wife Martha and his other children (whose names are 
not given in the will). 2 He made his wife, Martha, executrix of 
his will and this lady both faithfully and well administered the 
estate affairs, having inherited, no doubt, some of the business 
ability which seems to have marked certain of the women of her 
family. The appraisement of Edward Stratton, the Second's, 
personal property amounted to ^425, a not inconsiderable sum at 
the time, but "long division" greatly reduced the share of each 



1 The name of Thomas Sheppy appears among the names of the resi- 
dents "Att ye Neck of Land" (afterwards in Henrico County, in 1623/4 
and as aged 22 years in 1625, having come to Virginia in the Supply in 
1621. It was evidently he who, as Thomas Shippey, had patents for land 
opposite Neck of Land and above Curls in Henrico County in 1635 and 1637, 
respectively, and in which patents it is stated that certain of the lands then 
granted were for the transportation of (among others) Thomas Shippey 
and Elizabeth Shippey. The name seems to have been variously rendered 
as Sheppey, Shippy, Shippey and Sheepy. This Thomas Sheppy, or 
Shippey, of the "Neck of Land" neighborhood, was doubtless father of 
Thomas Sheepy, or Shippy, of Bermuda Hundred, whose widow, Martha, 
married Edward Stratton, the First, and whose daughter Martha married 
Edward Stratton, the Second. 

2 Edward Stratton also mentions in his will his sister, Rebecca Newman. 
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heir. Mrs. Martha Stratton (widow of Edward Stratton, the 
Second) married, secondly, in 1703, John Brown of Henrico 
County. From the estate account of Edward Stratton, the 
Second, the will of Mrs. Martha (nee Shippy) Stratton-Brown, 
and the recorded marriage licenses in Henrico, the names of the 
Stratton children have been obtained. 

Edward Stratton (1655-1698) and his wife, Martha Shippy, 
had issue : 

1. Edward Stratton, the Third, (circa 1680-17), of 
Henrico County. He died intestate and an inventory and ap- 
praisement (amounting to £242:1:4) was recorded in 
Henrico court in April, 1731. Edward Stratton, the Third, 
married Anne Batte, daughter of Captain Henry Batte, of 
Charles City and Prince George counties, and niece of 
Thomas Batte, of Henrico County. 1 Edward and Ann 
(Batte) Stratton had issue (with probably other children) : 
(a) Thomas, and (b) William Stratton, of Chesterfield 
County. 2 

2. Martha Stratton married, 1697, George Cox, of 
Henrico. 

3. Prudence Stratton married, 1704, Henry Anderson, 
of Henrico. 

4. Mary Stratton married, 1704, William Batte, of 
Prince George County, son of Captain Henry Batte, of 
Charles City and Prince George counties (as above). 

5. Anna Stratton married Joseph Watson, of Henrico 
County. 



1 Prince George County Records, Vol. 1713-1728, pp. 

2 A Book of Strattons, by Harriet Russell Stratton, Vol. I, p. 213. 
This is an excellent piece of work though, so far as the Henrico Strattons 
are concerned, it does not go into the detail necessary to such a study as 
we are here making ; for instance, Miss Stratton only carries out the male 
line, leaving the daughters of Edward Stratton, the Second, with only a 
mention of their marriages. The limitations of her work doubtless pre- 
cluded any following out of lines of descent through the females. Miss 
Stratton's work also contains clues to the probable English ancestry of the 
Henrico Strattons. 



William and Mary Quarterly 277 

6. Sarah Stratton married Richard Jones, of Prince 
George and Amelia counties. 

7. Elizabeth Stratton married, first, Thomas Chamber- 
laine, of Henrico County (see ante), secondly Gilbert 
Fyfe. 

Members of the Anderson, Watson and Jones connection, 
together with their later connections, the Wards and the Craw- 
leys, formed a powerful "ring" in Amelia County. They were all 
people of extensive means. 

In the Henrico list of 1679, it will be noted that the term "Mr" 
is prefixed to the names of Martin, Gilbert and William Elam, 
who at the time were residents of the county. In Part I of this 
article what is known of the degrees of relationship existing 
between these men is given (see Quarterly, Volume XXIV, 
page 139). The Elams lived in and near the Bermuda Hundred 
section of Henrico (now Chesterfield County) and were (as 
shown by their wills and the inventories of their estates) people 
in comfortable circumstances. They are designated, in convey- 
ances made by and to them, as "planters," and several of the 
earlier members of the family almost invariably signed their 
documents with marks ; using sometimes a simple X mark, at 
other times one, or both, of the initials of their names. 1 The 
Elams of Henrico and Chesterfield eschewed politics and seem 
to have lived quietly as small planters or farmers. 2 

Henry Gee, who is referred to as "Mr" in the list of 1679, 
married Mary, daughter of Gilbert Elam. 



1 The Elams appear all during the colonial period to have been people 
in comparatively comfortable circumstances, though usually belonging, to 
what may be termed the small planter class, as distinguished from the 
wealthier gentry. For at least four generations the members of this 
family seem also to have signed their documents with marks. One branch 
of the Elam family went to the far South, where they became people of 
marked political and social position, while the Elams who married in 
Virginia have always occupied social position in their respective com- 
munities. 

2 The writer knows that a large amount of data has been gathered rela- 
tive to the early generations of the Elam family in Virginia and hopes to 
be able to obtain permission for its publication at a later date. 
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The publication some years since of the Goode genealogy by 
Doctor George Brown Goode, under the title of Virginia Cousins, 
makes it unnecessary to go into a detailed account here of the 
Goode family. John Goode is referred to as "Mr" in the Henrico 
list of 1679, and in a deed, 1681, is designated "gentleman." In 
making his will in 1708 he refers to himself as "John Goode, 
Gentleman." * 

"Mr" Francis Redford was a man of comfortable estate. 
Later generations of the Redford family occupied offices in the 
militia, were magistrates and one of them was sheriff of the 
county. Some of the family moved into Goochland. 

"Mr" Henry Lound (another person who seems to have in- 
variably signed documents with a mark) left no male descendants, 
one of his daughters married Captain Henry Batte, of Charles 
City County, and another married Henry Hatcher. 

"Mr" Gilbert Piatt also left no male descendants. His only 
child and daughter, Tabitha, married Edward Osborne. 

"Mr" Robert Hancock, a man of comparatively comfortable 
means in his day, left many descendants. Robert Hancock mar- 



1 The English pedigree ascribed to John Goode, of Henrico, in Virginia 
Cousins was doubtless constructed by George Brown Goode without suffi- 
cient data at hand to really prove the points he makes. It should not be 
accepted without a most critical examination. A clue to the correct English 
ancestry of John Goode is given, no doubt, by the will of Marmaduke 
Goode, of Upton, in Berkshire, Clerk, dated 5 Sept. 1678, proved 20 
Feby. 1678, which mentions brother Samuel Goode; niece Mary, daughter 
of brother John Goode; brother John Goode, citizen of London and 
Susanna, his now wife; nephew Marmaduke Goode, son of said John 
Goode, and his [Marduke's, the nephew] sisters Elizabeth, Susannah and 
Anne Goode; brother William Goode and his son Robert Goode, and 
Robert's two sisters, Elianor and Mary; my sister Mary Haines and her 
two maiden daughters ; "my brother John Goode, in Virginia ten pounds 
within twelve months after my decease according to the apportionment 
of my brother John Goode, citizen of London"; brother Thomas Goode, in 
Ireland ; sister Anne Wickens ; servants Alice Payne and Henry Larkum ; 
joint executors brother Samuel Goode and niece Mary Goode. For a full 
abstract of this will see Waters, Genealogical Gleanings in England, I, p. 
26. John Goode, of Henrico County, died in 1709, and had, (among other 
children) sons Robert and Samuel. 
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ried Johan (who was evidently daughter of Thomas Lyggon and 
his wife, Mary, daughter of Thomas Harris, who came to Virginia 
in 161 1, and was living in Henrico in 1625). From the sons of 
Robert and Johan Hancock there is a numerous descent, including 
people in all walks of life ; their daughters married a Moseley, a 
Hatcher and a Bailey. 

We have now come to the point in our classification of Henrico 
County families where there is a distinct line of demarkation: 
where there is a definite distinction between those families who 
are known to us to have been of the "gentry" or who were even 
probably or even possibly of this rank, technically speaking. We 
may again quote Doctor Bruce. He has just been writing of the 
use of the term "mister" in the county levy lists from which our 
prior quotation from The Social Life of Virginia in the Seven- 
teenth Century was made. He then says : "When the name en- 
tered [in the levy lists] was that of a man who belonged to a 
social grade below that of gentleman it is not accompanied by a 
designation of any kind." Family traditions to the contrary not- 
withstanding, also with due consideration to evidences of economic 
and social and political position of later generations of a family, 
we are forced to squarely face the facts as the records give them. 
Regardless of the fact that "mister" is. applied to certain individ- 
ual members of these families in the records (in some instances 
this seems unquestionably to have been done on account of the 
personal worth and acceptability of the individual), the records 
show that these people possessed only small estates or were en- 
gaged in mechanical trades and quite evidently did not hold the 
same social position as did some others. 

This point is perhaps best illustrated in Henrico by the facts 
which the records afford relative to the earlier generations of the 
Woodson and Watkins families. An argument to the effect that 
the early members of these families were members of the Society 
of Friends (against whom there was unquestionably — whether 
right or wrong — political discrimination) is entirely beside the 
mark, for as we have seen in the case of John Pleasants, Quaker 
affiliation had nothing whatsoever to do with social standing. 

Let us first consider the facts in regard to the Woodsons. In 
the list of Heads of Families in Henrico in 1679 appear the 
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names of Robert Woodson, John Woodson, Senior, and John 
Woodson, Junior, as residing in the Curls neighborhood, and it is 
quite evident that they owned some of the land included in the 
now famous Curls estate. John Pleasants was their near neigh- 
bor, their co-religionist, no doubt their warm friend indeed, and 
certainly eventually became the step-father-in-law of John 
Woodson, Junior. It may be said once for all that not one of the 
earlier generations of the Woodson family ever held any office of 
particular prominence in the colony. We find them as members 
of juries, grand juries, as constables and surveyors of roads, but 
beyond these offices they did not go. The Woodsons were sub- 
stantial and respected members of the community; moreover, 
they appear to have been also self-respecting. In Henrico 
County the presentments of grand juries between 1677 and 1700 
for all kinds of misdemeanors and vices, as well as crimes, are 
fully recorded. From these presentments, in which the names of 
males and females in all walks of life appear, the Woodsons, be 
it said to their everlasting glory, are conspicuously absent. 

Robert Woodson (born about 1634, died post 1707) and John 
Woodson, Senior, born about 1632, died 1684), were brothers, and 
John Woodson, Junior, was son of John Woodson, Senior. At 
their first appearance the Woodsons were small planters, owning 
several hundred acres of land apiece. As the years went by they 
added to these possessions both by patent and purchase, and in 
selling lands they generally profitted. Robert Woodson was in all 
probability a Quaker (though no direct evidence of the fact has 
been discovered) ; John Woodson, Senior, and John Woodson, 
Junior, were both Quakers. The name of Robert Woodson ap- 
pears frequently in the Henrico Records and whenever he was 
called on to sign a record or document he signed with a mark : a 
rather distinctive mark, "XX." In deeds he is designated as 
"planter"; in a patent issued to him (and others) in October, 
1687, he is called "Mr Robert Woodson," and he married Eliza- 
beth, daughter of Richard Ferris (who is called "Mr Richard 
Ferris" in the same patent alluded to above) . Robert and Eliza- 
beth (Ferris) Woodson had issue: (1) John Woodson; (2) 
Robert Woodson; (3) Richard Woodson; (4) Benjamin Wood- 
son; (5) Joseph Woodson; (6) Elizabeth Woodson married 
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William Lewis; (7) Sarah Woodson married Edward Mosby; 
(8) Mary Woodson married George Payne, and from them 
descended the Paynes of Goochland, Cumberland and Powhatan, 
a family prominent both politically and sc .tally. 1 The sons 
of Robert Woodson were Quakers and Edward Mosby, his 
son-in-law, was also a Quaker. The remaining Henrico re- 
cords show, furthermore, that Robert Woodson's children, with 
the exception of John and Joseph, were people in moderate cir- 
cumstances. It must here suffice to say that within three genera- 
tions, however, the Woodsons of this line, having moved up James 
River into Goochland, Cumberland, Powhatan and into Prince 
Edward counties, were people not only in comfortable circum- 
stances, but were among those holding the most responsible local 
offices. Edward Mosby (the son-in-law of Robert Woodson) who 
first appears as a carpenter and a person of small means lived in 
Henrico County and died there at an advanced age. His children, 
by Sarah Woodson, were also people of small estate, with the 
exception of Benjamin Mosby, who died in Cumberland County 
at an advanced age, in 1774, having acquired a large estate and 
having been an officer in the militia and a magistrate. His chil- 
dren and their descendants have been distinguished for their ser- 
vice to Virginia and were always people of extensive means. The 
descendants of the children of Edward Mosby who remained in 
Henrico also became people of means and social position, though 
they were not as prominent politically as their Cumberland 
County kinsmen. Joseph Woodson (son of Robert Woodson) 
married his cousin Jane, daughter of John and Mary (Tucker) 
Woodson. Mrs. Mary (Tucker) Woodson was the step-daughter 
of John Pleasants, the First. Joseph Woodson accumulated prop- 
erty and his descendants were nearly all people of means and 
social position and through his son, Tucker Woodson, has de- 
scended a line of distinguished people. 



1 The names of Robert Woodson's children have been obtained from 
deeds recorded in Henrico County and from the will of his brother John 
Woodson, Senior. Another daughter is attributed to Robert Woodson, 
viz: Judith, married William Cannon. 
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John Woodson seems to have himself come more prominently 
forward than any of the other sons of Robert Woodson. John 
Woodson is designated, in deeds made between 1683 and 1690, as 
"John Woodson, Carpenter" and in deeds between 1702 and 1703 
as "John Woodson, Merchant." Here we have a man trained to a 
trade and it is not improbable that he at times personally exer- 
cised the knowledge which he possessed; at the same time it is 
not improbable that he also became a master mechanic. His mer- 
chandizing certainly increased his possessions. He married Judith, 
daughter of the Stephen Tarleton, of New Kent County. The 
will and inventory of John Woodson (who died in 171 5) show 
him to have been possessed of considerable landed and personal 
estate. The appraisement of his estate amounted to £381 :i4 :c»9 
(in which six negroes are included). This inventory also shows 
that his home was comfortably furnished for the times. 

The children of John and Judith (Tarleton) Woodson in- 
creased their patrimonial possessions. Of the sons (1) John 
Woodson (who died in Goochland County in 1754, without issue) 
was a magistrate in Henrico, sheriff of the county and major in 
the Goochland militia; his personal estate was appraised at 
£392:15:5, including nine negroes; (2) Tarleton Woodson, of 
Chesterfield County, clung to "the faith of his fathers," was dis- 
tinguished in Virginia Quakerism, largely increased his posses- 
sions ; is designated as "gentleman" in certain legal documents ; 
(3) Josiah Woodson, died in Goochland County in 1735, a com- 
paratively young man ; his personal estate was appraised at 
£167:3:6, and he was also in possession of good lands; (4) 
Stephen Woodson, died in Goochland in 1736, also a compara- 
tively young man, but with personal estate appraised at £173:4:6 
and good lands. 

One of Josiah Woodson's sons, John Woodson (born about 
1730, died 1789), of Goochland County, married Dorothea, 
daughter of Colonel Isham Randolph, of "Dungeness," Goochland 
County, and granddaughter of William Randolph (1651-1711), 
of "Turkey Island," Henrico County. This John Woodson be- 
came quite wealthy for his day and was the only Woodson prior 
to the Revolutionary War who figured at all conspicuously 
in political life. He was a vesteryman, magistrate, member of the 
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House of Burgesses, and of the Revolutionary Conventions, was 
sheriff of his county (1778 and 1789) and county lieutenant 

(1779)- 

Let us return for a moment to John Woodson, Senior (born 

about 1632, died 1688), of Henrico County, the brother of Robert 
Woodson whose "line" is indicated above. John Woodson is 
designated as "planter" and in cases where his signature was 
required made a mark. His will shows him to have been possessed 
of a small but comparatively comfortable estate. He was also a 
Quaker. His sons were Robert Woodson (whose descendants 
have not been traced) and John Woodson. This John Woodson, 
Junior, was a staunch Quaker and married Mary Tucker, daughter 
of Samuel Tucker, a ship's captain, trading with the colony, and 
his wife Jane Larcome (who married, secondly, John Pleasants, 
the emigrant) . This younger John Woodson, and in fact all of the 
Woodsons descending through this line, wrote their names in 
signing legal documents. At his death in 1698, John Woodson 
left a comfortable estate. John and Mary (Tucker) Woodson 
left three surviving children: (1) Joseph Woodson, (2) Samuel 
Tucker Woodson, who died issueless ; (3) Jane Woodson, who 
married her cousin Joseph, son of Robert and Elizabeth (Ferris) 
Woodson. The Woodsons descending through this line were also 
people in comfortable circumstances and people with social 
position. 

(To be continued) 



